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PER CURIAM:

Richard Steven Keen pled guilty to possession of a
firearm by a convicted felon and possession of stolen firearms, 18
U.S.C. § 922(g) (1), (3) (2000). He was sentenced as an armed
career criminal to the statutory minimum sentence of fifteen years
imprisonment. 18 U.S.C. § 924(e) (2000). Keen appeals his
sentence, arguing that the district court’s determination that he
was an armed career criminal violated his Fifth Amendment right to
have facts that increase the maximum sentence alleged in the
indictment, and violated his Sixth Amendment right to have such
facts submitted to a jury. We affirm.

Keen preserved the issue he raises on appeal by objecting

to his armed career criminal status under Blakely v. Washington,

542 U.S. 296 (2004). However, he did not dispute in the district
court that he had three prior convictions for breaking and entering
and one conviction for arson, all committed on different occasions.

Keen’'s argument on appeal is foreclosed by United States wv.

Thompson, 421 F.3d 278, 282-83 (4th Cir. 2005) (holding that
sentencing court may impose § 924 (e) sentence relying on prior
convictions neither charged nor admitted if facts necessary to
support enhancement are inherent in fact of convictions and no

additional fact finding is necessary), petition for cert. filed,

Oct. 25, 2005 (No. 05-7266). Keene also challenges the continued

validity of Almendarez-Torres v. United States, 523 U.S. 224




(1998) . Our precedents similarly preclude this challenge to his

sentence. See United States v. Cheek, 415 F.3d 349, 350-51 (4th

Cir.) (holding that armed career criminal enhancement falls within
exception for prior convictions where facts were undisputed), cert.
denied, 126 S. Ct. 640 (2005).

We therefore affirm the sentence imposed by the district
court. We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



